


25401236 

downstream from both traps and hatcheries (in the CSS study, it is assumed that the multiple tagging groups 
randomly enter into the Co (undetected) and C1 (detected) groups at Lower Granite, Little Goose). But size at 
tagging is just one factor for what is happening upstream - you have traps in warm tributaries like the Lemhi, traps 
in cold tributaries, hatcheries at varying distances to Lower Granite that raise their juveniles to different sizes at 
release. It is messy, just as Tim Copeland is saying. 

I am going to talk to Jody later today. Perhaps we could arrange for a check in or update with you soon? 

Christine Petersen 

From: Copeland,Tim [mailto:tim.copeland@idfg.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 02, 2019 2:37 PM 
To: Michele Dehart; Adam Storch (adam.j.storch@state.or.us); Erick VanDyke 
(Erick.S.VanDyke@coho2.dfw.state.or.us); Tucker Jones (tucker.a.jones@state.or.us); 'Tom Lorz (lort@critfc.org)'; 
'Rob Lothrop (lotr@critfc.org)'; Robert Lessard (LESR@critfc.org); 'Christine Golightly'; 'ED.Bowles@state.or.us'; 
Hebdon,Lance; Rawding, Daniel J (DFW) (Daniel.Rawding@dfw.wa.gov); 'Bill Tweit (tweitwmt@dfw.wa.gov)'; 
Garrity, Michael D (DFW) (Michael.Garrity@dfw.wa.gov); Steve_Haeseker@fws.gov; David Swank; 
ritche.graves@noaa.gov; Jay Hesse Uayh@nezperce.org); zpenney@critfc.org 
Cc: Jerry Mccann; Brandon Chockley; Erin Cooper; Gabriel Scheer; Bobby Hsu; Petersen,Christine H (BPA) -
EWP-4; Schrader,Bill; Bowersox,Brett 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: Kintama Letter 

Hi Michele, 
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I'd like to make two points relevant to this letter. 

Survival from release to Lower Granite Dam has always been the responsibility of the tagging agencies, not CSS. 
Much of the tagging in the Snake basin has been in cooperation with and assisted by CSS (in the form of extra PIT 
tags), but the traps where this tagging occurs were usually established for other reasons. In essence, CSS has 
been leveraging work done by other entities to generate more tags into the hydrosystem. This is an effective and 
efficient way for CSS to facilitate its analyses of events downstream of Lower Granite Dam. To come to my first 
point, Dr Welch was asking the wrong people. 

Second, for wild salmon and steelhead in the Snake basin, we tend to define a smolt as a fish that has passed 
Lower Granite Dam. We treat the geographic location of the dam as our evaluation point for the life stage. That is 
because a majority of the juveniles exiting natal streams do so in the fall (see Copeland et al 2014 TAFS 
143:1460-1475). There are literally hundreds of miles of river below some tagging sites with suitable habitat for 
little salmon and steelhead. Steelhead in particular may make extensive use of this habitat, residing several years 
before smolting in some cases. Hence mortality from initiation of smoltification is confounded with winter mortality ( 
and more for steelhead). Further, fish that use downstream habitats often have a different SAR (LGR-BON) than 
those that remain in their natal stream until smolting. Again, Dr Welch was not asking the right people. I do not 
believe simplifying this diversity into a single number for easy comparison is justifiable. 

Sincerely, Tim 

><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> 

Timothy Copeland, PhD 

Coordinator 

11 

BPA-2021-00513-F 8160 



25401236 

Wild Salmon & Steelhead Monitoring Program 

Idaho Department of Fish & Game 

(208)287-2782 

<>< <>< <>< <>< <>< <>< <>< <>< <>< <>< <>< 

Tim: 

I agree with all of your points. Welch is doing this under contract with BPA. Although we have asked for the 
contract deliverables, BPA has not provided them. The Welch article submitted for publication in PLOS, 
illuminates the purpose/reason that Welch is asking for this data. Welch has already circulated this article to the 
region by submitting it to the NPCC Fish and Wildlife amendment process. Let me know if you do not have a copy 
of this article. The Welch request is for CSS tag data. We will provide the data to Welch. We will review whatever 
analyses Kintama does for BPA and make our comments available to the region. 

Michele 
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From: David Welch 

Sent: Wed Oct 09 16:10:51 2019 

To: Petersen,Christine H (BPA) - EWP-4; Lando,Jody B (BPA) - EWP-4 

Cc: Erin Rechisky 

Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: Kintama Letter to FPC 

Importance: Normal 

Attachments: Harvest_Multiplier_09Oct19.tif 

Erin is away on Thursday at another meeting, and (b)(6) 

I suggest that we let you & Jody set a time that works for you on Friday, and one or both of us will make 
sure we are able to cal in. Attached is an updated version of the harvest rate multiplier graph. 

If Friday won't work both of our schedules look pretty open next week. 
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David 

From: Petersen,Christine H (BPA) - EWP-4 [mailto:chpetersen@bpa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 09, 2019 4:04 PM 
To: David Welch; Lando,Jody B (BPA) - EWP-4 
Cc: Erin Rechisky 
Subject: RE: Kintama Letter to FPC 

Jody, David, Erin, 

Would 1-2pm tomorrow (Thursday) be a good time for a phone call? We could check in on this particular subject, 
and also how things are going in general. 

I know Jody is juggling multiple things. Please let me know if Friday or next week would be better (we have a 
federal holiday on Monday). It would be nice to go over this, especially if it was a burning issue to inquire with Tim 
Copeland as to how to get hatchery or trap-to Bonneville SARs from any particular groups. However, I know that 
you have been discussing how to proceed on multiple elements of your revision. 

Christine 

From: David Welch [mailto:David.Welch@kintama.com] 

2 

BPA-2021-00513-F 8163 



25401203 

Sent: Monday, October 07, 2019 11 :49 AM 
To: Lando,Jody B (BPA) - EWP-4; Petersen.Christine H (BPA) - EWP-4 
Cc: Erin Rechisky 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: Kintama Letter to FPC 

Hi Jody-

I agree with the desire to try to keep some level of civility in the proceedings. However, before we engage 
in yet another fishing expedition for more data, I think we should caucus by phone to go over what we 
have already established: I don't think that getting even more data at this point will be productive. We 
have already vastly exceeded what my original time budget was for getting the data sorted out-I had 
naively thought that most of our time would be spent analyzing the published SAR data and asking what it 
all meant, not in trying to "prove" the data was perfect (which is where the FPC is trying to push the 
debate). 

I have what I wanted to achieve simply by sending the letter. The original criticism by the FPC to our prior 
analysis was in part that their published data wasn't the "right" data to use because it excludes upstream 
survival. If they now make that argument to the editor of the journal again, we will be able to stand firm 
and say that we tried to get "more correct" data, but were rebuffed. As we said in the original manuscript, 
if it had worked out that the SARs for Puget Sound or British Columbia were in the 2-6% recovery target 
range that the Columbia wants to achieve there seems little doubt that those currently hostile to our 
analysis would have embraced it without question and used it as proof that the recovery targets were in 
fact achievable because river systems. 
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That being said, we do need to caucus and have a discussion soon. The points to discuss are: 
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Lots of detail here-apologies in advance. We will walk you through this one step at a time in a phone call 
when it is convenient for you. Please consider everything we have outlined as preliminary until we can 
fully nail things down. 

David Welch 

From: Lando,Jody B (BPA) - EWP-4 [mailto:jblando@bpa.gov] 
Sent: Friday, October 04, 2019 2:48 PM 
To: David Welch; Petersen.Christine H (BPA) - EWP-4 
Cc: Erin Rechisky 
Subject: RE: Kintama Letter 
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